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A COMPARATTVE ANALYSIS OF INDIAN AND NON-INDIAN PARENTS'
INFLUENCE ON EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS, EXPECTATIONS,
PREFERENCES AND BEHAVIOR OF INDIAN AND NON--
TNDIAN HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS TN

FOUR HIGH SCHOOLS

Wayne L. Larson¥*

INTRODUCTION

The fact that Indian students have higher dropout rates from
school and score lower on standardized measures of educational perform-
ance (mean scores) is well known.l We do not need further documentation
of the problem, and some of the causes have been outlined in several
reports on Indian Education.2 These reports also support the argument
that the causes are multidimensional and "failure” must be assigned to
a variety of sources including the characteristics of the school and its
personnel, students and their parents and friends, and the communities

and/or nation in which they 1ive.3 An excellent summary of the problem

#pssociate Professor, Department of Sociology, Montana State University.

1James S. Coleman, et. al., Equality of Educational Opportunity,
U.S. Office of Educational Opportunity, U.S. Office of Education, 1966.

2There are several national reports that focus on Indian education.
See Brewton Berry, The Educction of American Indians: A Survey of the
Literature, Special Subcommittee on Indian Education, Committee on
ILabor and Public Welfare, U.S. Senate Committee on Labor and Public
We%fare, Tndian Fducation: A National Tragedy-A National Challenge,
1969. N

3Berry, loc. cit. 22



and its causes can be “ound in a recent government publication titled

The Education of American Indians: A Survey of the Literature.“

This paper will focus on parental influence as a factor in
accounting for variation in aspirations and performances of Indian and
non-Indian youth. Parents are only one of many types of peaple who
influence young people, however, the literature on educational aspira-
tions and performance reveals that they are very influential,® but tle
degree of influence may vary by type of parent, socioceconomic status of
the household head, and place of residence. The report of the findings
in the literature that follows will summarize some of the relevant factors
in parental influence on aspirations and peformance of Indlian students.

Several reports on education have indicated that parents are '
crucial to development of positive attitudes about education, and that
they are instrumental in reinforcing high levels of educational aspira-
tions and performanCe.6 Yet, others have suggested that Indian parents

have been rather apathetic,7 and fall to provide encouragement for thelir

4Tbid.

SFor a research summary of factors relating to occupational and educa-
tional decision making of rural youth, see James T. Horner, et. al.,
Jactors Relating to Occupational and Educational Decision Making of
Rural Youth, Department of Agricultural Education Report No. 1,
University of Nebraska, College of Agriculture and Home Economics, 1967.

b8ee Jonn C. Flanagan, et. al., The American High Scheool Student,
Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh, 1964, o

TRalph L. West, "The Adjustment of the Americen Indian in Detroit: A
Descriptive Study," Master's thesis, Wayne University, 1950.
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children. A recent publication does not provide support for apathy of
parents when parental interest and pressure of Indian parents is compared
with non-Indian parental interest and.pressure.8 In fact, this publica-
tion demonstrates that there is more variation in interest and pressure

of Indian parents accounted for by level of income than by ethnicity
(Indian versus non-Indian). These findings do not cast doubt on the
inferences of other researchers who report relatively low aspirations and
performances since low-income Tndian students did report that thelr parents
nad less interest and applied less "pressure." One researcher has suggested
that the apathy label can be applied as a convenient excuse for the fallure
of agencies or educational systems responsible for the education of Indian
students.? Thus, concomitants of low-family income can be ignored in

favor of explaining failure by pointing to inferred deficiencies of persons
not directly associated with educational or employment agencies, i.e.,
Trndian parents and their children. These findings raise tb~ o Ltion

+2 appropriateness of generalizing to all Indian parents, and indicate
+hat we nee~d more refined analyses to permlt precise accounting of support,
or lack of support, by . diar. parents. Other reasons given for assigning

the apathy label are Ir !ian values of non~-interference and permissiveness

8w. L. Larson, "A Comparison of the Differertial Effect of Ethnicity

and Perceptilon of Fa iiy Income on Educ_:ticnal Aspirations, Prepara-
tion, an¢ Parental Inf_ience Attemdts ¢c© Irdian and nor.-Indian Stude ts
in Four Rural High Schools in Montena," to be published as an Experiient
Stat.on 3ulletin, Bozerzn, Montana State University.

Murray | -x, "American Indian EducatZon as Cultural Transaction,"
Teacher: College Record, Vol. 64:693-704, May, 1963.
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in child rearing.10

A few researchers report that some Indian parents are hostile
toward school functionaries, or are suspicious and afraid to contact or
interact with them.ll However, others suggest that Indian parents, in
the present period of time, do value education and are interested in
helping their children achieve an education.12 Some writers believe
that Indian parents encourage education for the material advantages which
accrue from achleving higher levels of education.l3 The data from a
study not yet reported in the literature provide indirect support for
this idea.l” There was almost unanimous agreement to the statement "I

thizk a person should work hard at school so that someday he can get a

107panisiado Garela, "A Study of the Effects of Education Upon the
Arapz~ Indle - of the Wind River Reservation," Master's thesis,
University o. wyoming, 1965; Norman A. Chance, The Eskimo of North
Alaska, New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1966.

1llparrell D. Atkinson, "Educational Adjustment of Ute Indians as compared
to the Mixed-Blood and Native Whites of Union High School, Roosevelt,
Utah," Master's thesis, Utah State Agricultural College, 1955; Dennis R.
Johnston, "An Analysis of Scurces of Information on the Population of
the Navaho," Bureau of Ethnology Bulletin 197, Washington: U.S. Govern-
ment Printing Office, 1966; Albert Wahrhaftig, "Community and the
Caretakers," New University Thought, Vol. 4:54~76, Winter, 1966-67.

12Edward W. Hassinger, "A Study of the Minority Group's Social Contacts;
the Lower Sioux Community of Morton, Minnesota, "Master's thesils,
Uniiversity of Mimnmesota, 1951; Harry Zentner, "Parental Behavior and
Student Attitudes Towards High School Graduation Among Indlan and Non~
Indian Students in Oregon and Alberta," Alberta Journal of Educational
Research, Vol. 7:4:211-219, December, 1962; Harry A. Wolcott, A
Kwakiutl Village and School, New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1967.

13aA11ce Joseph, Rosamond Spicer, and Jane Chesky, The Desert People,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1949; Murray Wax, et. al., "Formal
Education in an American Indian Community," Society for the Study of
Social Problems, P. O. Box 19, Kalamazoo, Michigan, 1964.

14The author completed a study of Indian students' reactions to dlfferent
types of educational situations and values. An article from these data
will be published in the future. 5



good job;" only one percent of the students disagreed with this state-
ment, and in four of the six schcols studied none of the Indian students
disagreed with the statement. However, when they were asked about
behavior which would increase the probability of achieving a good job
through education, their answers were somewhat different; 65 percent of
those respcnding felt that enjoying themselves today was sometimes just
as important as being concerned with the future. This researcher would
suggest , however, that most non-Indian students would probably respond in
the same way.

The findings on educational values of Indian parents should be
interpreted with some caution since no systematic national study has been
done . ribal, regional, or local differences.l5 It would appear that
the weight of the evidence would suggest a more positive attitude toward
education has developed (or maybe it existed all the time), but the
reasons for the shift have not been established. One of the reasons
mentioned was the concern for the material advantages of educatilonal
achievement. However, other research indicated ambivalence toward educa-
tional institutions because of their perceived negative effect on the
young Indian, i.e., "pulling" them away from the traditions of the tribe.16
Most of the literature on causes of problems in Indian education has beon

for the most part negative in orientation; researchers have attempted to

15The so-called Coleman report is an exception, but it does not provide
detziled anclysis of tribal and regional differences.

16Charles C. Hughes, An Eskimo Village in the Modern World, Ithaca,
New York: Cornell University Press, 1060; Wahrhaftig, loc. cit.;
Edward A. Parmee, Formal Education and Culture Change: A Modern
Apache Indian Community and Government Education Programs, Tucson:
University of Arizona Press, 1968.

6



account for failure by placing the blame on a variety of persons and
institutions. This report will focus on some of the positive as well
as negative dimensions of parental influence.

A general objective of this study is to identify persons who
influence students, the degree of influence, and then show how they
influenced students. Finally, variation in patterns of influence by
levels of perceived family income, ethnicity, and residence will be

explored.
THE, SAMPLF,

The sample of schools was drawn from all schools in the'stafe
of Montana in which Indian students were enrolled. The major objective
in samp™ist was to select schools with particu.ar characteristics so
that subsi.ricive rather than generalization hypotheses could be tested.
Therefore, schools were selected for inclusion on the basis of the
following criteria:

1. proportion Indian student enrollment,

2. dropout rate for schools reported in previous study,

3. total size of student enrollment, and

4., +type of school, e.g., Federal boarding, private, public.

Two schools refused to cooperate in the study for legitimate
reasons. Unfortunately the refusals created gaps in the range of propor-
tions of Indian student enrollment and dropout rate, e.g., there are no
schools in the 50-90 percent range as planned.

The sample of students used in the analysis includes all students

enrolled in four rural high schools in Montana on the day the questionnaires

7




were administered. The total number in the sample was 126 Indlan and
331 non-Indian students. Of this total 119 Tndian and 304 non-Indian
questionnaires were used in the analysis. A detalled breakdown of the
sample by sex, residence and ethnicity and levels of income =3 reported

in Table 1.

The data by sampling criteria (1-H above) will not be reported in this
parer but will te introduced if it is considered relevant in iricerpreta—

tion and evaluation of the findings.

PROCEDURES

The data on influence were taken from four general sets of

questions. Questions were asked about:

1) students' aspirations, expectations and performances;

2) students' perceptions of parent, peer, school personnel, and
other persons' influence on their educational and occupational
choices;

3) the ways in which individuals (in 2 above) may have influenced
them.

The findings will be discussed for parents in detail, but

comparative references to other individuals will be introduced occasionally
to reveal relative degrees of influence among those identified as

influential.




TABLE 1

PROPORTICN OF RESPONDENTS IN LOW, AVERAGE AND HIGH INCOME

GROUPINGS BY SEX, RESIDENCE AND ETHNICITY

Low % Average % High# % Total
All Students Male €2 31 88 by 51 25 201
Ail Students Female 68 32 79 38 €l 30 211
All Students Farm Ly 26 76 ue b7 28 167
All Students Non-farm 8¢ 35 95 37 72 28 167
IndianP Male 18 35 25 49 8 16 51
Indian Female 31 ué 21 31 16 23 68
Indian Farm 5 2u 9 43 7 33 21
Indian Non-farm uh 45 37 38 17 17 98
Non-Indian  Male Ly 29 63 b2 43 29 150
Non-Indian  Female 37 26 58 41 48 o4 143
Non-Indian  Farm 39 27 67 he bo 27 146
Non-Indian Non-farm us 28 58 37 55 35 158

a Totals will differ because of question response rate to questions about sex
and residence will differ.

If students checked "Indian" on a question asking them to identify themselves
on the basis of several ethnic categories, we assumed they were Indian students.

3




FINDINGS

Students were asked to check if father, mother, brother or
sister, friends in or out of school, teachers, counselors, principals
and superintendent, and other persons had influenced them in their
educational plans. Then, they were asked which of these persons influenced
them the most. In order to check the internal validity of the measure of
most influence, the responses of students to this question were compared
to an index of overall influence developed from responses to questions
about influence and/or expectations in the area of jobs or schooling, and
advice or assistance in several problem areas, e.g., educational goals,
finding a job, dating, problems with other students and school personnel,
and someone to relate to when they were unhappy or depressed. Seventy-six
percent of those students who indicated mother was most 1nfluential were
classified as students whose most significant other (the index of overall
influence) was also mother; the comparable figure for father was 68 percent.
Thus, the measure of influence on how far the student will go in school has
a high degree of agreement with the overall measure of influence based on
responses to eight other questions. There were no consistent differences
between extent of agreement on various measures of influence between
fathers and mothers; in some comparisons agreement was highest for mother,
but on others it was higher for father. Indian students had a lower rate
of agreement between different measures than non-Indian students. Since
the extent of agreement as measured by percent agreement between different

questions for the same choice of influential person from a fleld of seven

16



eligible persons was at least 50 percent or higher, the writer assumes
that "most influential persons" as identified with this question is an
internally valid measure of influence on educational plans for the future.
The data are presented in Tables 2-5 classified by residence, ethnicity,

and level of perceived family income.

A word of caution should be inserted at this point about inter-
pretation of percentage distributions for Farm-Indlan students; there were
only 21 students classified in this category.

In the case of Indian farm students, father was chosen most
frequently, but for non-Indian farm students mother was chosen most
frequently. For non-farm students the findings were reversed, i.e.,
father was chosen most frequently by non-Indian students and mother by
Indian students. When the data was sub—-classified by levels of perceived
family income, fathers were chosen most frequently by all high income sub-
groups except Indlan farm students, in which case equal numbers chose
father and mother. The reported percentages for parental choices relative
to others indicates that parents are considered most influential, but
choice of a parent varies by residence. An examination of choices by level

of perceived family income indicates that father 1s most 1likely to be

11



TABLE 2

PROPORTION OF INDIAN FARM STULENTS CHOOSING SELECTED
PERSONS WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL
WORK BY LEVEL OF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTTAL PERSON "NCOME
IN SCHOOL WORK
w7 ¥FAER % F_HIGH % ¥ _DOTAL %

Father 1 200 6 5 2 Lo S 6l
Mother o 0 2 s 2 4o by 29
Sister or brother 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friends in school 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friends not in school 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Teacher 0 0 0 0 1 20 1 7
High School counselor 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
High School principal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Another person 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL 1 100 8 100 5 100 14 100

12



TABLE 3

PRUPORTION OF NON-INDIAN FARM STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECTED
PERSONS WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOCL
WORK BY LEVEL OF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTL.L PERSON INCOME o
IN SCHOOL WORK
F—Ton %~  FAVERRGE® F_HIGF__ : TOTAL %

Father 9 32 15 27 19 6o 3 38
Mother 13 he 28 51 9 2¢ =3 Ln
Sister or brother h 14 3 6 2 P 8
Friends in school 0 0 1 2 0 G 1 1l
Friends not in school 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Teacher 1 [ 6 11 1 3 8 7
High School counselor 1 [ 0 0 0 0 1 1
High School principal 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1
Another person 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1

TOTAL 28 100 55 101 31 100 114 101

13



TABLE U

PROPORTION OF INDIAN NON-FARM STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECTED
PERSONS WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL WORK
BY LEVEL CF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTIAL PERSON INCOME
TN SCHOOL WORK

FLOW % = F# AVERAGE 4 # HIGH_% # _TOTAL %
Father 6 20 5 17 9 69 20 27
Mother 17 53 12 b1 3 23 32 43
Sister or brother 3 9 6 21 0 0 9 12
Friends in school 2 6 1 3 0 0 3 b
Friends not in school 1 3 1 3 0 0 2 3
Teacher 1 3 0 0 0 0 1 2
High School counselor 0 0 2 7 1 8 3 b
High School principal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Another person 2 6 2 7 0 0 Yy 0
TOTAL 32 100 29 99 13 100 Th 99

14




TABLE 5

PROPORTION OF NON-INDIAN NON-FARM STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECTED PERSONS

WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL WORK BY LEVEL

OF PERCEIVED FAMIL!" INCOME

INFLUENTIAL PERSON , INCOME
IN SCHOOL WORK

# 104 % # AVERAGE 7  # HIGH 2 #_TOTAL %
Father 9 28 21 h6 18 Ly 48 o}
Mother 14 L 16 35 13 32 43 36
Sister or brother b 13 6 13 7 17 17 14
Friends in school 2 6 0 0 2 5 b 3
Friends not in school 1 3 2 b 1 2 b 3
Teacher 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
High School counselor 1 3 0 0 0 0 1 1
High School principal 0 C 0 0 G 0 0 0
Another person 1 3 1 2 0 0 2 2
TOTAL 32 100 46 100 b1 100 1i% 99

15



10.

chosen by students whe -ported higher levels of family inccme.17

Csher than parents, siblings tend to be chosen mere frequently than -~ther
persons, but Indian farm students selerted teachers as influential ; :rsons
in seven percent of the cases, however, the total number of students
classified as Indian farm students was small.

The fact that parents are considered most important is consistent
with data from other studies; parents are usually mentioned or selected
most frequently as persons who influenced educational and occupational
decision making.l8 However, the differences by level of income demand a
tentative and speculative explanation. This writer is not aware of any
literature which supported or contradicted the variation in choice of
influentials by level of income, i.e., mothers chosen by lower income
students and fathers chosen by higher income students as a trend in the
data. One might suggest that fathers with higher levels of income have

higher lewels of education and occupations with higher levels of

17There were two measures of perceived family fincome. A composite index
of family income was developed from these two measures. The questions
were as follows:
1. Tn terms of income or wealth in my community, I think my family is:

1. o~onsiderably above average L4, somewhat below average
2. somewhat above average 5. considerably below average
3. average _

2. How well-off is your family?
1. hardly able to make a living 4. very well cff
2. have just enough to live on 5. pretty rich
3. pretty well off
The data were combined into three levels of income—low, average and high.

18Data from a study in the State of Washington were quite similar to data
in this study, i.e., parents were chosen most frequently and variation by
sex was 1in the same direction. See W. L. Larson, "The Relationship
between Values and Educational Choices of High School Students,™
PhD. Dissertation, Washington State University, 1968.




11.

occupational prestige. Therefore, they would be chosen over fathers
with low income because they are more knowledgeable. A second reason
for the difference by levels of income may be that high income fathers
are perceived as more credible sources of advice and information because
they are by "cultural" definition labeled as more knowledgeable. A
third possibility 1s that children emulate and look up to those persons
who are defined as important and successful by members of their communlty.
Thus, high income fathers would serve as role models or "significant
others" more frequently than low income fathers because they are high on
prestige in the community. A final reason may be that high income fathers
tend to marry women who have, on the average, lower levels of soclo-
economic status.l9 Hence, mothers of high income students would not be
evaluated in the same way as high income fathers. Whatever the reason
or reasons for the differences by level of income, the findings are quite
consistent and suggest that further analysis is necessary to explore new
hypotheses.

One of the factors which may have influenced choices of students
is the sex of the respondent. An analysis of the choices of influentlals

by sex and level of perceived family income is presented in Tables 6~9.

19This line of reasoning was suggested by Carl Couch, University of Iowa.

17



TABLE 6

PROPORTICN OF INDIAN MALE STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECIED PERSONS
WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL WORK BY
IEVEL OF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTIAL PERSON INCOME
IN SCHOOL WORK
7 Ion %~ FAERAGE ¥ F_WGH % #_TOTAL Z_

Father 3 30 5 25 7 100 15 b3
Mothar hy Lo 10 50 0 0 14 38
Sister or brother 1 10 3 i5 0 0 b 11
Friends in school 1 10 1 5 0] 0] 2 5
Friends not in school 0] 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
Teacher 1 10 0 0] 0 0 1 3
High School counselor 0] 0 1 5 0] 0] 1 3
High School principal 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0]
Another person 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0

TOTAL 10 100 20 100 7 100 37 101

18




TABLE 7

PROPORTION OF NON~INDIAN MALE STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECTED PERSONS
WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL WORK BY
ILEVEL OF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTIAL PERSCN TNCOVME
IN SCHOOL WORK
# _TOW_3% 7 AVERAGE §  #_HIGH % #_TOIAL % _

Father 12 39 23 41 32 69 57 u8g
Mother 13 42 21 38 9 28 43 36
Sister or brother 6 19 5 9 1 3 12 10
Friends in school 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friends not in school 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1
Teacher 0 0 3 5 0 0 3 3
High School counselor 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
High School principsd 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1
Another person : 0 0 2 4y 0 0 2 2

TOTAL 31 100 56 101 32 100 119 101




TABLE 8

PROPCRTION OF INDIAN FEMALLE STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECTED PERSONS
WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL WORK BY
IEVEL OF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTTAL PERSON INCOME
IN SCHOOL WORK
¥ I07 %"  FEERAGE % F_HIGH % F_TOTAL %

Father 4 17 6 35 b 36 14 27
Mother 13 56 by 2k 5 L6 22 43
Sister or brother 2 9 3 18 0 0 5 10
Friends in schcol 1 Y 0 0 0 0 1 2
Friends not in school 1 4 1 6 .0 v 2 4
Teacher 0 o o 0 1 9 1 2
High School counselor 0 | 40 1 6 1 9 2 b4
High School principal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Another person 2 9 2 12 0 0 4 8

TOTAL 23 99 17 101 11 100 51 100

20




TABLE 9

PROPORTION OF NON~INDIAN FEMALE STUDENTS CHOOSING SELECTED PERSONS
WITH MOST INFLUENCE ON THEIR SCHOOL WORK BY
IEVEL OF PERCEIVED FAMILY INCOME

INFLUENTTAL PERSON INCOME .
IN SCHOOL WORK
7 Tow % ¥ AVERAGE § 2 #_HiGH_%  #_TOTAL

Father 6 21 13 30 15 38 34 30
Mother 13 46 22 50 13 32 48 43
Sister or brother 2 7 4 9 8 20 14 12
Friends in school 2 7 1 2 2 5 5 y
Friends not in school 1 h 1 2 1 3 3 3
Teacher 1 4 3 7 1 3 5 h
High School counselor 2 7 0 0 0 0 2 2
High School principal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Another person 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 1

TOTAL 28 100 hy 100 4o 101 112 101

21
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Again the data 1ndicate that mother and father are most
important but there 1is consistent variation by sex and levels of perceived
family income. Boys are more apt to choose father and girls mother. The
tendency is strongest for females choosing mothers, i.e., a higher
percentage difference between choices for mother and father for females
than males —— 3 and 12 percent for males, 16 and 13 percent for females.
When levels of income are introduced as a control, students who reported
higher levels of income are more iikely to choose father than those with
low income. None of the high income Indian males chose mother. Low income
students chose mothers more frequently, but female students were more llkely
to have chosen father if they reported higher levels of income. Before
examining the ways in which parents influence their children, a few
generalizations from the findings on parental influences on education or
school work are in order.

First, and probably most important, choices of students vary by
sex, level of income, and resldence. Boys tend to choose fathers, and
girls choose mothers. There is consistent evidence that fathers are per-
ceived as most influential if students report higher levels of family income
regardless of sex, residence or ethnicity. Reasons for the variation by
income levels have been explored above and will be discussed again after
examining the findings on ways that parents influence their childrens’
aspirations and performances.

In order to determine the ways in which parents might influence
students' aspirations and performance, several questions were inserted in
the questionnalre to explore interest and influence attempts. The set of

questions included questions on parental expectations for their childrens'

22
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future achievements in formal education, degree of parental interest,
degree of parental "pressure,” and attempts to influence students’
choices of friends.

The measures of association for the relationship between parents'’
educational aspirations, interest in school work, level of "pressure" on
their childrens' school work, and level of perceived family income by
ethnicity, residence and sex are reported in Table 10. In order to
simplify the discussion of the findings, the presentation of the data
will be limited to discussions of measures of associlation (garma) and
selected percentage groupings for the relationship between levels of

income and parental aspirations, interest and "pressure ."20

The gammas for the relationship between fathers' educational
aspirations and level of famlly income as reported in Tables 11 and 12
were positive for all residence subclassifications, ranging in magnitude

f-om .071 to .384.

20The term “"pressure" is used in place of the wording In the questionnaire,
e.g., " does your father or mother get after you to do well in your
school work?" The response to the statement 1s the indicator of paren-
tal pressure, and can be considered a partial definition of parental
pressure. It would be presumptuous to deny the p~ habllity of other
indicators of parental pressure.
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14,

The closest relationships were reported for 1lndian rion-farm
and non-Indian farm students. The only exception to high income students
reporting fethers expected them to cumplete 4 years of colliege was for
students who were non~farm and non-Indian. Otherwise, Tigr income
students indicated that they though~ their fathers had hifner educaticnal
aspirations for them than low income students.

The findings for mothers' ec :cational aspirations in Tables 13

and 14 are similar to the data for .athers., i.e.. the ge-Tas are positive.

The closest association was found for Indian non-~farm and non-
Tndian farm students, .13% and .265 respectively. There was an interesting
exception for students who indicated that they thought their mothers
wanted them to obtain an M.S. or PhD. degree; 1.8 percent of the non-farm
Indian students in the low income as opposed to none in the high income
£roup.

Other researchers have made a case for mothers aspirations being
higher than fathers', and that mothers are more influential. These data
lend support to those findings when percentape with collepge aspirations
is considered, but the differences are small. When fathers and mothers
educational aspirations were correlated with students educational aspira-

ti~s and expectations the highest correlation in Table 15 was noted for
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mothers for the rela . "5 between Indian mothers' and students
educational aspiracicr: _t was as high or higher for Indlan fathers

oni other comparisons.

The reverse was ~.= for non-Indian parents. However, one
outstanding difference -uld be noted. The ccrrelation between educa-
tional aspirations of ;zrents for their children and students educational
aspirations and expectations presented in Table 15 reveals that the
reduction in errcr in pr Zlcting students aspirations and expectations
from their perception of thelr parents' aspirations is greater for Indian
than ron-Indian students.2l

Hence, no definitive conclusions can be made from the data in
this study about the rel:itive importance of fathers' versus mothers' educa-
tional aspirations for theilr children. The gamma for the correlation

petween students' perc.. tions of family income and fathers' educational

21This inference is possible only if one assume~ that one of the appropriate
interpretations of gamma is that it is a proportionate reduction of error
measure, this is, gamma is interpreted in this way by Costner. He states
that the "absolute value of gamma is therefore a 'P-R-E' measure, indica-
ting the proportion by which error in estimat.ng the order of palrs of
units can be reduced as one shifts from a random device for estimating
order to the estim ~~n of the rule suggested above.' Herbert 1,. Costner,
"“riteria for Me: .w »f Association,™

Vol. 30 (June 1965), = 3U7.

American Sociological Review,
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16.

aspirations was .38l for Indian non-farm students but .042 for Indian
farm students. The gammas for the relationship between mothers' educa-
tional aspirations and level of family income were .13 for Indian non-—-
farm students and .068 for Indian farm students. Again the data suggest
that fathers and mothers' educational aspirations for their children
rise with level of family income for non-farm students, but the impact
of income is greater for mothers in the case of Indian farm students.
The data for non-Indian students is similar to data for Indlan students,
however, the gammas are higher.

A second question was developed to ingquire about parents' interest
in their children's school work. Students were asked to indicate how
much interest their fathers and mothers had in their school work. If
the responses given were similar to responses to similar questions in
other studies, we would expect a positive correlation between levels of
income and degree of interest, and that mothers would express a higher
interest in school work.

The data in Tables 16-19 indicate that there is a positive
relationship between levels of income and degree of interest, and the
nagnitude of association is greater for rnon~farm than farm students
regardless of ethnicity, except for mothers' interest in the case of

Indian farm students.
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17.

An examination of the percentages for '"gquite a bit" and "a lot"
of interest in all tables reveals that mothers appear to be more inter-
ested but both parents are perceived as having relatively high levels of
interest. The differences between Indian and non-Indian students were
not as great as some of the differences between low and high income
students on this question.

A third question was asked to determine the extent to which
parents attempted to influence students performance in school work.
Again, the direction of the relationship between level of percelved family
income and level of 'pressure" was expected to be positive. Comparable
data on parental pressure was not available to predict which parent would
be most likely to apply the greatest "pressure." The data in Tables 20-23
do not support the hypothcsis of positive relationships between level of
income and "pressure" for all subclassificatlons or control groups, €.£..
a negative correlation was reported for non-Indian farm students when

they reported on their fathers' behavior. (Table 21).

Wnen students reported on mothers' behavior, the data in
Tables 22 and 23 indicate a negative relationship betweeir level of income
and "pressure" éxcept for non-Indian farm students (Table 23). It seems

that income operates differently for fathers and mothers; high income
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18.

fathers apply "pres:z. 2" and wives of low income fathers apply "'pressure."
This is consistent i..ch data reported above which indicate father is the
parent who is most apt to be influential for high income students in
school work, whereas mothers would be most influential for low income
students. One of the response catepories in the question on "pressure”
was "I am free to do as I wish." The data for response to "pressure” of
students' fathers clearly show a decrease in the proportion who are allowed
%o do as they wish with increasing level of income for non-farm students,
and for non-farm Indian students there were no students in the high

income category who checked this response. Indian farm students were an
exception to this trend even though the gamma for this group of students
was the highest (.4545). On the same response category, high income
students reported the highest proportion of mc-hers who let them do as
they wished with the exceptilon of non-Indian farm students where the
percentages by income groupings were approximately equal, 8, 6 and 6 per-
cent, respectively (Table 23).

The findings on parental aspirations, interests, and "pressure"
are consistent with the findings on influence, that is, fathers are more
likely to have higher educational aspirations for their children, more
interest in their childrens' school work, and "apply more pressure'’ on
their children to do well in their school work if they have high levels
of income as reported by students. Low income mothers are more likely

to have high educational aspirations, interest, and "apply more pressure.’

42




19.

The relationship between levels of income and levels of parental
aspiration, interest and "pressure’ was analyzed controlling for ethnicity
and sex of students. The mammas were reported in Table 10, and percentage

groupings are rerorted in Tables 24-36.

The correlations between fathers' educational aspirations and
level of family income controlling for sex of students are reported 1in
Tables 24 and 25. Th=2 fFammas were positive in all subclassifications
ranging from .386 for Indian male to a low of .153 for non-Indian male
students. The correlations in Tables 26 and 27 were also positive for
mothers' educational aspirations; however, the magnitude of the gammas
was lower for all subclassifications except non-Indian female in which
case they were almost identical to those reported for fatners' aspirations.
Thus, there is further evidence (under different controlling conditions)
for level of income being more crucial as a predictor variable for father
as opposed to mother although these data indicate that level of income
accounts for variation in the predicted direction for both parents, i.e.,
the higher the perceived level of family income, the higher the level of
educational aspirations of parents for thelr children.

The relationship between parental interest in their childrens'’
school work and level of family income was expected to be positive in

direction. An examination of the data in Tables 28-31 indicates that

43
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TABLE 34

PERCENTAGES FOR INDIAN MOTHERS' LEVEL
OF "PRESSURE" ON THEIR CHILDRENS'
SCHOOL WORK BY SEX-AND LEVEL
OF FAMILY INCOME

el
L\
MOTHER GETS AFTER MALFE FEMALE
STUDENT TO DO WELL TNCOME TNCOME
N SCHOOL 10W AVERAGE HIGH TOTAL TOW AVERAGE HIGH TOTAL
# % 4 A # % # % # A # % # % # A
Doesn'’t have to ) 0 2 10 1 14 3 7 b 13 1 7 1 9 6 11
Tree to do as wish it 27 3 15 0 0 7 17 T 23 3 20 2 18 12 21
Not tco hord 5 33 6 30 2 20 13 31 g 30 8 53 2 18 19 3y
Quite a hit 3 20 7 3H T 1h 11 26 5 17 3 20 -1 9 g 16
1ot 2 20 2 10 3 43 8 19 5 17 0 0 5 46 10 18
TOTAL 15 100 20 10C 7 100 2 100 30 100 15 100 11 100 ma 100

GAMME 1204 L1660




TABLE 35

PERCENTAGES FOR NON-INDIAN MOTHERS' LEVEL

OF "PRESSURE" ON THEIR CHILDRENS'

SCHOOL WORK BY SEX AND LEVEL
OF FAMILY INCOME

Hip)
o
MOTHER GETS AFTER ML L FEMALE,
STUDENT TO DO wilL INCOME INCOME
N SCHOXOL oW AVERAGE HIGH TOTAL 10w AVERAGE HIGH TOTAL
# A # % # 4 # % # A # % # % # %
Doesn’t have to 6 15 9 15 2 5 17 12 7 18 13 pllt 6 14 26 10
Free to do as wishes 3 T it 7 3 8 10 7 T 18 it 7 9 20 20 15
Not too hard 14 3l 20 33 14 38 48 35 13 L7 13 24 16 36 u7 35
Quite a bit 12 29 16 26 10 27 38 27 3 8 13 ol 5 11 21 15
A lot 6 15 12 20 8 22 26 19 3 8 11 20 8 18 20 16
TOTAL 41 100 F1 101 37 103 1”72 200 38 99 54 99 4y gQ 136 100
GAMMA .0833 .0994
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20.

there were no exceptions. (ne of the noticeable differences tetween
students responses to fathers' and mothers' interest was the nigher
proportion of students checking low interest for fathers as opposed to
mothers, especially in the low income group. However, data for all
studerts revealed a relatively high perception of parental interest,
ranging from a low of 42 percent indiczting "a lot" of interest for
TIndian females for their fathers' level cf interest to a high of 7% per-
cent for Indian males in the case of their mothers' level of Interest.
n surmary, degree ol interest varies by ethnicity, level of income, sex
of student, and identity of parents. Mothers appear to be more interested
than fathers but level of perceived family income accounts for more
variation for fathers. The lowest level of interest was reported for
Tndian femiles in the case of thelr fathers. However, the differences
between Indian and non-Indian students are not consistently higher or
lower. Tor example, data on degree of interest as measured by "a lot"
of interest indicated that Indian males perceived both mother and father
to have more interest than non-Indian males, but Indian females reported
that their fathers and mothers have less interest in their school work

than non-Indian females.22

22The literature indicates a higher dropout rate for Indian females and
these data may offer some insight Into the vardiation dropout rates by
sex.
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The data for the relatienship between parental "pressure” and

levels of perceived family income are presented in Tables 32--35.

There were Lwo exceptions to the expected positive relatlionship
between pressure and level of income, non-Indian and female responses to
fathers' "pressure." The hirhest positive relationship was reported for
Indian students' responses to fathers' "pressure.” Therefore, levels of
family income account for more variation in "pressure"” for Indlan than
non~Indian students.

Orie of the reasons {or the negative correlations on "nressure’ of
non~Indian fathers, G the relatively lower magnitude of the gammas on
the relationship between levels of income and "pressure” of mothers for
non~Indizn students may be the built-in expectation of high aspirations
for high income non-Indian students, i.e., the necessity of pafental
pressure decreases by the time students reach high school and motivation
to achieve in education is relatively high and self-propelling. This
"hypothesis" can be checked by examining the data In Tables 32-3% on the
response that reads "he (she) doesn't have to" for high income as contrasted
with low income students. The data support this line of reasoning only
in the case of Indian females, especilally for "pressure' of fathers; the

percentare difference between Indlan and non-Indian female students was

58
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19 percent. When all Indian responses to "pressure" questions are compared
with all non-TIndian responses by sex, Indian fathers are more likely to
apply "quite a bit" or "a lot" of "pressure” than non~Indian fathers,

but non-Indian mothers are as likely to apply "auite g bit" or "a lot"

of "pressure" ag Incdian mothers. Two reasons for these findings will be
presented as suggestions for further research. The first reason is that
there is a cultural difference, e.g., indlan males are more likely than
non-Indian males to take the role of adviser or disciplinarian in the
area of school work. The second reason is based on economic and cultural
differences; as the income of Indian fathers increases, the proportion of
Tndian students checking they "are free to do as they wish" tends to
decrease, but as the income level of non-Indian fathers increases, the
proportion of non-Indian female students checking "they are free to do

as they wish" increases.

These data provide some support for the inference that Indian
fathers with high levels of income as reported by their children (students)
are more likely to use some "pressure" to get their chilldren to perform
well in school than low income fathers, whereas non-Indian fathers of
high income levels apply less 'pressure” than non-Indian fathers of low
income. The data for “pressure" of mothers indicates that the relation-
sﬁiﬁ is reversed for Indiarn and non-Indian male students, i.e., Indian
mothers with high income are more likely than non-Indian mothers to allow

their children "to do as they wish." The data on 'pressure” of mothers

oY
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for female students does not show systematic trends by income, there—
fore, definitive statements from these data would be inapopropriate.
Several questions about parents' reactions to their childrens’
friends were included. Students were asked 1f their parents had "ever
said fheir friends had a bad influence, and/or a good iafluence" on them.
Differences between Indian @id non-Indian students as reported in Tables

36 and 37 were low in magnitude.

There Qere some systematic differences by levels of income but
the percentage differences between low and high income students were
very slight. Therefore, the most accurate inference from these data 1s
that the distributions of differences by ethnicity, residence, sex and
level of income does not permit definitive inferences between control
groups. One of the reasons for the small and unsystematic differences
might have been thal the guestion as asked reflected only one of hundreds
of ways that parents can inform their children that they approve or do

not approve of their friends in relation to theilr sciool work.

SUMMARY
The major objective of thils study was to determine which of
several eligible persons 1s most influential in influencing students'’

educational aspirations, expectatlons and potential performance, and the
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24,

ways in which they influence studénts. A second objective was to
explore variation in influence by ethnicity, residence, sex and level
of family income as reported by students.

The findings showed conclusively that parents are perceived to
have the most influence on students' school work, and that siblings are
next in importance. The proportion who chose father or mother as most
influential always exceeded the proportion who chose other eligible
parsons by a 2:1 or 3:1 ratio when compared wi’ch S bied and e o
higher ratios for other eligibie persons. The data also indicated that
there was variation in choice of most influential parent by ethnicity,
residence, sex and level of family income. The greatest and most
consistent variation was accounted for by sex and level of family income.
As one would expect, female students were more likely to choose mothers
and male students to choose fathers. When level of family income was
introduced as a control variable, there was a strong tendency for an
increasing probability of chcosing father, and of father having higher
educational aspirations for their children, higher interest in their
children's school work, and applying more "pressure” on their chlldren
to do well in their school work, especially Indian students. Differences
petween Indian students and nor-Indilan students were not as great as

differences between low and high income students in either ethnic group.

6L
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IMPLICATIONS

Any implications arising from the findings in this study are
predicated on the basis of several assumptions about the data. Flrst,
the level of family income as reported in these findings is or would
have been congruent with levels of income as reported using other proce-~
dures and technigues of measurement. Second, measures of parental
in™ .r. © arce based on students perceptions <i” what they thought their
parents would think or do. Therefore, one might question whether
students' perceptions of income or influence are reliasble estimates of
family income in influence. The question about the reliability of
family income has been adcdressed in ancther publication.23 The question
of actual versus perceived influence is corplex for the following
reasons. First, even if one has measures of influence as percelved by
parents or other "objective” observers, one cannot be positive that
children (students in this case) will perceive influence attempts or
expectations in the same way or degree. Second, the solution is not
one of semantics but an empirical question which can only be solved or
answered by determining which measure of parental influence accounts
for more variation in students' aspirations, e;cpectétions, and perfor-
mance. Hence, the question cannot be answered with these data, and the
inferences apply to perceptions of influence, and perception of family
income as it accounts for variation in influence. Finally, the data

are reported for students in a particular age bracket, approximately

233ee footnote #8 for title of publication (3:3



13 to 18 years of arge enrolled in high school in rural areas cf
Montana.

There are several implications which follow from the findings.
First, the variation in choice of parent and the relatively higher level
of perceived influence of fathers by level of peiceived income indicates
that one camnot use the data on variation in choice and degree of
influence without taking into account income levels of parents. There-
fore, guldance counselors and other school personnel might use levels of
income as a selective criterion in cooperative arrangements between
parents, students, and educational activities. The findings also have
implications at a level outside the school system itself, i.e., an
increase in family income, however produced, may raise the educational
aspirations, interest and "pressure" of fathers. The former is mest
likely to have the most immediate payvoff, while the latter may rhave the
most lasting and beneficial effect on educational aspirations and perform-
ance of students, particularly Indian students. Finally,'the data suggest
new hypotheses for testing, €.g., the process of influencé, particularly

the variation in influence accounted for by level of income and sex.
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